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period. The topic is potentially inexhaustible, in fact, and on one reading at least it could be seen to coincide with the fundamental problem of defining the State in the Roman world, and with the debate on what the most helpful historiographical approach to that historical context might be: a controversy that has been with us at least since Mommsen. Constitutional history also happens to be back at the forefront. The wave of interest in the nature and scope of imperium witnessed and mobilised by the recent studies of F. Vervaet, A. Dalla Rosa, F. Drogula, and Y. Berthelet shares many of the concerns that inform this volume, and presents us with a similar set of opportunities and questions. The editors of this collection are quite aware of the dauntingly vast potential of their subject matter. The tricolon into which the subtitle is divided acknowledges that the topic and its opposite at the same time coexist inextricably. Normativity ("normativité", "Normativität") is an even less exhaustible treasure-trove than other abstract terms, unwieldy and productive in equal measure.
The collection is the outcome of a Franco-German collaboration, and belongs within a distinguished series of volumes that have brought together Roman historians from both sides of the Rhine; scholars from German-speaking Swiss institutions also play a prominent and valuable role here. Only two papers out of thirty-four are in German, though: most contributions are in French, while some German scholars have chosen to present their piece in English. Even Jürgen von Ungern-Sternberg's genuinely interesting, if frankly rather out of place contribution on contacts between German and French scholars during the Great War is published in a French translation. It is a safe, though not altogether heartening guess that this implicit linguistic choice will enable, or at least facilitate, the international impact of some excellent, and in some cases ground-breaking, work on late Republican Rome produced in German over the last two decades or so, which is summarised or revisited in this volume. The attempt to reach out to as wide an international audience as conceivably possible has led to an arguably overzealous course of action: nearly forty pages of this bulky, if admirably wellpriced volume are taken up by extensive abstracts of each contribution, in French, German, and English. The use of such an overblown section is debatable, but the tool has the important aim to help readers establish what might be relevant to their interests and concerns in a book that has a wide-ranging thematic remit, and where overlooking contributions of value might be a real risk. The indexes at the end of the volume also serve a meaningful purpose in that connection, and are both detailed and reliable.
Readers that are interested in a summary of the contributions collected in this volume will receive it from the serviceable introduction of the editors, and the conclusions by Christophe Badel do bring out some important connections and potential tensions, which become especially apparent if one turns towards issues of terminology (553). The main aims of what follows, then, are to provide some general orientation, to comment on some of the respects in which this book might be most useful, and to issue the occasional caveat. No coverage of this volume can possibly be comprehensive or even, especially within the confines of a review.
The thematic sequence into which the papers are arranged is not always perspicuous or convincing, but it is abundantly clear that the tersely argued paper by Christoph Lundgreen sets the volume to a very strong start, and provides a demonstrably valuable framework to much of what follows. The essay has three fundamental merits: it sets the terms of the debate on norms, mostly by stressing the remit of notions of external and internal standpoints; it provides valuable clarifications on the use of ancient terms pertaining to the sphere of norms, notably lex, ius, and mos; it also brings into discussion some valuable modern reflections on the problem, especially by Max Weber and John Searle -but the true genius loci in this paper is surely Ludwig Wittgenstein (19 f.). Lundgreen's investigation is ultimately one of intellectual history -it is about collective and individual constructions of the norm, and one does wonder where Lundgreen places his discussion in the wider debate on late Republican rationality and rationalisation. The long-standing debate on 'brain balkanisation' may also be relevant: the statement of Lucullus quoted in Att. 4.2.4 on the different remits of religio and lex may provide insights into a wider process (see 31 f.).
Lundgreen dispatches his brief in terms that are innovative, broad, and precise in equal measure. What follows meets those standards to a varying degree. Hinnerk Bruhns revisits familiar Weberian ground, to which he has already made substantial contributions over the years, and in the process also explains why normativity has become such an attractive debate topic among historians of medieval France; David Engels takes us on a (by now) equally familiar 'tour de force' across Rome, the Levant, and China, arguing that normativity is an invaluable vantage point on the neatly repeating patterns of societies and civilisations "en fin de parcours". From grand metahistorical vistas to some welcome instances of close reading: Pierre Letessier discusses the role of the norm in the palliata, where the focus of the discussion is mostly narratological, and the norm and its breach are regarded as deviations that the viewer expects, craves, and relishes upon; it would have been interesting to hear more about the role of the norm in the togata, and see some engagement with recent work on law and religion in Plautus. Other literary genres come into the equation in several subsequent contributions: Anne Gangloff on philosophical writings under the early Principate; Olivier Devillers on historiography (albeit mostly on the canonical triad Sallust -Livy -Tacitus); and Jean-Michel David on declamation. The overall approach of these essays is to sketch a history of a literary genre through the prism of normativity. The outlook is inevitably selective, and the overall impression is that the papers are more effective in speaking to outsiders than to those who are conversant with their subject matter. The same concern is apparent for the best part of the volume, which is clearly informed by the ambition to overcome specialisms and speak across the discipline, while drawing in insights from other subjects. Several essays are led by the same ambition, and present arguments developed at greater length elsewhere: Jörg Rüpke (in a piece co-authored with Sylvia Estienne, Valentino Gasparini, and Anne-Françoise Jacottet) reflects on normativity in Roman religion, and Hartmut Leppin on the discovery of religious freedom in Late Antiquity. On the other hand, several studies cover more specific ground: the study of Jean-Pierre Guilhembet on the Lives of Romulus and Numa is a welcome addition to recent Plutarchean scholarship, effectively complementing the contributions of Philip Stadter on the Numa and on Plutarch's grasp of Roman Republican institutions, while Emilia Ndiaye discusses Roman ethnographies of the Gauls. Both papers are valuable contributions in their own right, but they are also those that show the loosest engagement with the overall theme of the book. Jan Meister's paper on normativity in Roman elite clothing takes us away from the exploration of literary genres, but is rather closely focused on the overall theoretical and methodological concerns of the volume, and has the further merit of bringing attention towards the visual evidence, which hardly receives any attention elsewhere, with the notable exception of Arnaud Suspène's contribution on late Republican coinage and (to a lesser extent) of Cyril Courrier's study of the confiscation of the Apoxyomenos statue by Tiberius.
The central section of the volume (Part 4) is arguably the most thematically coherent one, as it amounts to a set of contributions on more specifically historical aspects. Ann-Cathrin Harders has a good piece of Scipio Aemilianus "between tradition and transgression": a rather brief contribution, which is likely to prompt further investigation. Regrettably, hardly any other contribution follows her lead quite so closely: Pierre Assenmaker offers a discussion on the great men of the age of the civil wars, and the development of "norme imperatoriale" -a notion that he has explored elsewhere in greater detail for the age of Marius and Sulla. His cue, however, is taken from Lundgreen's contribution, rather than from Harders'. Angela Ganter's paper is more about the relationship between Maecenas and Horace than about the role of patronage in the early Principate (a theme that she has pursued in her 2015 monograph). Magistracies are of course subject to norms, and in turn can play a decisive role in enabling the construction and enforcement of norms. A set of essays shed welcome and important light on individual magistracies, developing a line of enquiry that the works of T. C. Brennan, F. Pina Polo, A. Daguey-Gagey, and M. Becker have shaped over the last two decades: Elizabeth Deniaux on the aedileship, Christian Wendt on the praetorship, and Frédéric Hurlet with a very stimulating reading of the consulship as a dual magistracy, where some engagement with James Richardson's argument on the early history of the consulship would have added further strength to the discussion. Michel Humm offers an excellent piece of the role of the censorship in enabling the roles of social norms, in what is probably the most substantial treatment of the magistracy since A. E. Astin's seminal work. The sequence of the following papers is somewhat baffling, but their importance is indisputable. Robinson Baudry turns to a specific problem of "Staatsrecht", the choice of witnesses in the senatus consulta. We are then back to the morphology of the Roman res publica, and the attention is turned towards the voting assemblies. Thibaud Lanfranchi has a lucid and customarily learned treatment of the political agency of the assemblies of the Roman people, and makes a persuasive case for the significance of the magistrates in steering their activity and their impact. Françoise Van Haeperen develops an aspect of her recent work on the lex curiata and discusses the role of the comitia curiata as a validating body. Egon Flaig's contribution is focused on the tribunate, and the complexities of defining its norms. Much of the discussion is preoccupied with a text, rather than with a specific historical occurrence: the speech of T. Sempronius Gracchus senior on the duties of the tribunes in Livy 39.4-5. Flaig's concerns are fairly close to those of a paper by Claudia Moatti on the strategies through which the defence of the res publica in an emergency is pursued. Moatti's work on ratio has in many ways paved the way to any current attempt to chart norms and normativity in Republican Rome, and it is only appropriate that she should have a place in this volume: her main focus is the shift from the exception to the norm as it is shown in the development of the use of the senatus consultum ultimum. The discussion is quite heavily evidence-based; Giorgio Agamben's state of exception receives no attention whatsoever, whether here or elsewhere in the collection. The coda of Moatti's paper suggests a degree of continuity between s.c.u. and maiestas prosecutions under the Principate. The problem of the position of the emperor in the context of the new regime and of a new regulatory framework is also central in Peter Eich's paper, which is somewhat confusingly placed before Moatti's: a substantial study, both in factual and theoretical terms, which takes the chronological focus of the collection to its furthest point, with some discussion of monarchic power in the Severan age (the periodisation on which this collection is based is never fully justified). The same somewhat puzzling chronological inversion applies to the two papers that focus mainly on the military sphere: Pierre Cosme's discussion of the legislation on the imperial army precedes Assenmaker's piece on the late Republican civil wars mentioned above.
The volume lacks a section on "contournements", surely because they are deemed inextricably linked with the "elaboration" of the norm and the explication of normativity. Diffusion, however, requires separate discussion, and is the theme of the final section, which regrettably turns out to be the least coherent one of the whole volume. This does not detract from the overall quality of the individual papers: Suspène's piece is a useful overview of the main themes in Triumviral and early Imperial coinage; Mireille Corbier provides another discussion of graffiti in the Roman world, with some analysis of interesting examples, not just from the city of Rome. Tanja Itgenhorst, one of the editors, establishes an important link between normativity and exemplarity through a study of Valerius Maximus: surely the essay would have been best placed, and even more meaningful, in the second part of the book, not least for what it has to say in passing about Plutarch's "Roman Questions" (523 f.). Uwe Walter offers a sharp, valuable piece on the scope and remit of Republican legislation that would have been best placed as the coda to the papers by Lanfranchi and Van Haeperen. Some dialogue among the various contributions would have also been especially useful, and Badel's judicious attempt to draw attention to some common threads in the conclusions can be no substitute for that.
'Ein Buch für Alle und Keinen', then? Yes, in a way, but with two important provisos. Between the covers of this diverse and not altogether coherent collection there is a vast body of first-rate scholarship: virtually every essay has important points to make. The problem, as will be apparent from much of what precedes, is that many of the chapters included in this volume are likely to escape the attention of those who might read them with profit, because their relevance to the main topic of the volume is only tangential, or because they have been placed in a section to which they are not quite pertinent. Secondly, those who, in a few decades' time, will want to get a critical and authoritative overview of the state of Roman history in Continental Europe in the early twenty-first century will find an unrivalled reference point in this collection. For all its shortcomings, this is a book that will make a lasting impact, and deservedly so.
